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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's arguments and amendments, filed on 06/29/2006, with respect to 
claims 19-24, 38-39 and 53-54 have been fully considered but are moot in view of the 
new ground(s) of rejection. 

The indicated allowability of claims 19-21, 24, 38 and 53 are withdrawn in view of 
to US patent application publication No. US 2002/0157103 A1 ("Song et al.") and the 
newly discovered references US patent No. 6,744,915 B1 ("Barton et al."). Rejections 
are based on the newly cited reference(s) follow. 

Claim 1-18, 25-37, 40-52, 55-59 had been canceled. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 19 and 53 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Regarding to Claim 19 . the preamble of the claim "a method ..." is too general 

and unclear. It does not specify any operational environment and conditions for a 
special application. It is recommended to use claim 38 as example as "a method for 
periodically broadcasting levels of detailed of stroke data with application to seminar...". 

Regarding to Claim 53 . the preamble of the claim "an article of manufacturing ..." 
is too general and unclear. It does not specify any operational environment and 
conditions for a special application. It is recommended to use claim 38 as example as 
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"an article of manufacturing for periodically broadcasting levels of detailed of stroke data 
with application to seminar...". 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 19-21, 39 and 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US patent application publication No. US 2002/0157103 A1 ("Song et 
al.") in view of US patent No. 6,744,915 B1 ("Barton et al."). 

Regarding Claims 19. 39 and 53. Song et al. teaches Song et al. teach a method 
for periodically broadcasting media content (method for digital media playback in a 
broadcast network), the method comprising of 

creating a plurality of levels (dividing into segments) for the media content 
(multimedia presentation), and 

periodically transmitting (in periodic transmission process) each level (segments) 
(See Fig. 1, page 2, paragraph [0011-0013]). 

Song et al. teaches substantially all the claimed invention but did not disclose 
expressly the particular application involving limitations of "determining original stroke 
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data from a whiteboard and for each of a plurality of levels of detail, determining 
predicted stroke data from the original stroke" 

Barton et al. teaches a similar application in image identification with the 
estimation process wherein determining original stroke data from a whiteboard 
(determine the spatial samples stroke data) (See Col. 1 , lines 54-67) and for each of a 
plurality of levels of detail, determining predicted stroke data from the original stroke 
(the segment estimator estimates the stroke with predictive analysis) (See Fig. 5, Col. 9, 
lines 51-63). 

At the time the invention was made, therefore, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to combine Barton et al. with Song et al. in order to obtain a 
method for periodically broadcasting media content and to take advantage of 
determining the spatial samples stroke data and estimating the stroke with analysis. 

The motivation to do so would have been to determine the spatial samples stroke 
data and to estimate the stroke with predictive analysis, as suggested by Barton et al. in 
CoL Col. 9, lines 51-63. 

Regarding claims 20-21. as discussed above, these claims have limitations that 
is similar to those of claim 19 and Song et al. further teach a step to assign a minimum 
latency for each of the levels, and a step to determine a bandwidth for each level of 
detail by using a corresponding one of the minimum latencies (determines a best 
feasible gap) (See page 8, paragraph [0127-0130]), thus it is rejected with the same 
rationale applied against claim 19 above. 
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Regarding claims 24. as discussed above, this claim has limitations that is similar 
to those of claim 19 and Song et al. further teach a step to receiving a set of the levels 
of detail and displaying this set of the levels of detail by combining points from the each 
level of detail in the set (play back at receiver side) (See page 3-4, paragraph [0047- 
0049]), thus it is rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 19 above. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claim 22-23, 39 and 54 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims and if no art rejection can be 
applied. 

Reason for indicating Allowable Subject Matter 

6. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: The prior art along or in combination fails to teach or make obvious the 
following limitations: 

"for a lowest level of detail, determining segmentation points of the original stroke 
data and using the segmentation points as the predicted stroke data for the 
lowest level of detail; and for higher levels of detail, determining feature points 
determined by using an area-based error method that uses points in a lower level 
of detail, wherein the feature points are used as the predicted stroke data" as 
recited in the dependent claims 22. 39 and 54. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Richard Chang whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3129. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 8 AM to 5 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ricky Ngo can be reached on (571) 272-3139. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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